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PREFACE

In order for KERA to succeed in its goals of creating a more equitable educational system,
improving the quality of education in Kentucky, and increasing the overall achievement of Kentucky’s
youth, many factors must work together toward that end. The first paper of the UKERA Occasional
Paper Series addressed one of those factors - sound instructional practice. In particular, it dealt with
instructional practices in the area of literacy education. In this second paper of the series, another
important factor in the success of KERA is the focus of discussion - the public’s opinion and support of
the reforms. Since KERA is funded to a large extent through an increase in taxes, the continuation of
the reform effort is contingent on the continued support of Kentucky’s citizens.

This paper, “The Kentucky EducationReform Act and the Public: A Study of Attitudes During
KERA’s First Three Years”, reports the results of interviews with a large sample of randomly selected
Kentucky residents. The data suggest residents’ familiarity with various aspects of KERA and their
attitudes toward these aspects of the reforms. As such, these data suggest to educators which parts of
KERA areunclear, unknown, orunsupported by significant portions of the general public and which parts
are widely supported. This in turn may suggest which aspects of the reforms represent the foundation
of support for KERA and what aspects citizens need more information about in order to feel even more
favorable toward KERA. ThuS,_ it is clear that educators across the Commonwéa]th could benefit from

being familiar with this document. We hope you enjoy this paper.

Connie Bridge

Director

Institute on Education Reform

UKERA PUBLISHIN G COMMITTEE

Robert Gaskins, Chair Jim Rinehart
Jeff Bieber Duvon Winborne
Jane Lindle Peter Winograd
Beverly Reitsma '

e,
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HIGHLIGHTS

Interviews conducted over a three-year period with randomly selected residents

of Kentucky showed that:

* More than half of Kentucky residents approve of KERA, but the level of support A ‘
was showing signs of decline in 1992.

» Kentucky residents are increasingly familiar with the KERA mandate that grade-
level designationsbe eliminated for childrenin kindergarten through thlrd grade, and
about 40 percent believe that schools will be improved because of the change.

*  Almost two-thirds of Kentucky residents believe that their local school systems will
make good use of any extra money that they receive because of KERA. However,
smaller proportions approve of the changes in sales and income taxes that were
passed by the 1990 General Assembly.

» MostKentuckyresidents consider the simultaneous pursuit of goals relating to equal
educational opportunity and increased quality of student performance to berealistic.
If only one goal had to be chosen, most favor equal educational opportunity.

* More than two-thirds of Kentucky residents believe that KERA will increase
students’ competitiveness in the job market.

»  Two-thirds of Kentucky residents believe that school-based councils will lead to
improved decisions.

*  Majorities of respondents approve of the specific arrangements associated with the
financing of KERA and favor continuing support even during recessionary periods.

»  Three-fourths of the respondents who are familiar with changed testing procedures
associated with KERA support them, but many are concerned that students will be

tested too often.
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_ INTRODUCTION

In 1990, the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky passed far-reaching and
controversial legislation designed to change the nature of public education throughout Kentucky. The
original impetus for the legislation was a court ruling that the public financing of education was
unconstitutionally biased in favor of wealthier school districts. In additionto creating a more nearly equal
distribution of funds, the General Assembly, acting with the encouragement of a number of individuals
and groups, also attempted to create a system that would improve the quality of education for all students
in Kentucky. It was hoped that graduates of Kentucky’s schools would be more competitive in the job
market as a result of the changes.

The new system of education is being financed to an important extent by increased sales taxes
as well as changes in income taxes. This financing, of course, has generated some opposition and
controversy. Other controversial aspects of the legislation have included a change in the governance of
local schools (involving councils that are empowered to make decisions that once were the prerogative
of principals in most schools), changes and increased frequency of achievement testing of students, direct
connections between students’ testresultsand the financial resources being made available to local school
systems, and theintroductionofanew appointive office (Commissioner of Education) that hasbeen given
the power once held by the elected Superintendent of Public Instruction as well as new responsibilities
- reflecting the KERA legislation.

Not surprisingly, such changes have generated controversy and discussion onboth stateand local
levels. KERA has many vocal and enthusiastic proponents, but one state legislator who was instrumental
in the passage and implementation of the KERA legislation was defeated in the Spring 1992 primary
election on the basis of what many believe to be local backlash against increased state involvement as
well as other provisions and practices associated with KERA. As a result of these controversies, it is
important to monitor public opinions regarding KERA. Because KERA’s implementation ultimately
depends on public support at both-the state and local levels, it is important to know whether support for
KERA is being sustained following the initial enthusiasm associated with the 1990 legislation, whether
headline-generaﬁng controversiesare reflective of the thinking of the general public, and whether specific

provisions of KERA and its financing are viewed as beneficial or problematic by the general public. This
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report summarizes evidence from surveys conducted to provide an indication of the public’s attitudes

and expectations regarding KERA.

SOURCE OF DATA

Data in this report are based on questions included onthe Kentucky Survey, a series of statewide
polls conductedby the Survey Research Center of the University of Kentucky. Kentucky Surveysinclude
questions on a variety of public policy issues as well as sociodemographic and household characteristics
of the respondents. Questions on KERA were initially added upon the recommendation of a faculty
advisory committeethat periodicallyreviews theKentucky Survey’s recurring questions. In Spring 1992,
additional questions were developed by the authors of this report with special funding from the University
of Kentucky KERA Task Force. A few selected KERA items were repeated on the Fall 1992 survey.

Respondents for the Kentucky Survey are selected at random (using a random digit dialing
procedure that gives every residential telephone line in Kentucky an equal probability of being called)
from the noninstitutionalized adult population of Kentucky. They are interviewed via telephone by
trained and supervised interviewers who are employees of the Survey Research Center. A minimum of
625 respondents areinterviewed for each Kentucky Survey, resulting ina margin oferror of 4 percentage
points at the 95 percent confidence interval. |

The number of respondents and response rates for each of the surveys included in this report are

as follows:
Resgondents. Response Rate
Spring 1990 640 65%

- Fall 1990 660 62
Spring 1991 646 60
Fall 1991 650 59
Spring 1992 664 65
Fall 1992 647 66

£
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Response rates are calculated by dividing completions by the number of calls madeto eligible households.
Typically, about two-thirds of the noncompletions stem from reﬁzsals‘ to begin or to complete the
interview, and about one-third are not completed because of deafness, illness, or unavailability due to,
travel or other commitments. _

Asis true with any methodology, a survey has limitations. Questions must be sufficiently brief
that they can be administered over the phone, so some complexities and subtleties may be missed. A
telephone survey will, by definition, exclude residents of hou _seholds without telephones. However, the
random respondent selection, standardized phrasing, and controlled interviewing conditions ‘of the
Survey Research Center provide a basis for obtaining views of public opinion that are more nearly
representative of those found in the general population than can be obtained from public hearings,
publicized complaints, letters to the editor, or alternative sources of information on public opinions and

perceptions.
THE STABILITY OF SUPPORT FOR KERA

General Views of KERA

Table 1, which summarizes responses to questions asked for the first time on the Spring 1990
survey (shortly aftertheKERA legislation passed) and repeated onatleast one of the morerecent surveys,
shows that support for KERA and some of its provisions is extensive but hardly unanimous. On each
of the surveys, more than half of the respondents have given KERA their general approval. In Spring,
1992, however, support began showing some signs of decline. For the first time, the percentage of
respondenfs indicating that they approved of KERA (either strongly or somewhat) fell below 60 percent.
This change reflected increases in both the percentage saying they disapproved of KERA and the
percentage saying they did not know whether they approved. Results fromFall 1992 arenot significantly
different from those obtained in the spring, but the results suggest that another modest drop in approval
may have occurred. This time, the drop appears to reflect anincreasing proportion of respondents who
do not know whether they approve of KERA. It is possible that some local controversies regarding

KERA and its implementation began to create some confusion in 1992.
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In Spring 1992, support was strongest among those who considered their personal finances to
beimproving and those who had favorable views of the quality of public schools in their area.' Perceived
quality of public schools was notmeasuredinFall 1992, but perceived improvementsin personal finances
continued to predict support for KERA in the fall.

Regional differences inapproval of KERA existed as well, but they were not consistent between
the fall and the spring surveys. In Spring 1992, approval of KERA was widespread in Central Kentucky
and the Louisville area, somewhat less widespread in Appalachian counties and Western Kentucky, and
less common in Northern Kentucky. Between spring and fall, support appears to have increased in
Northern Kentucky and decreased in Central Kentucky while remaining reasonably stable in the other
regions. One can only speculate as to why these changes occurred, but it is possible that extensive press
coverage of problems in specific school districts may have affected general support for KERA among
some Central Kentucky residents. Among those who expressed an opinion, the percentages saying they

approved of KERA in each region were:

Spring 1992 Fall 1992
Central Kentucky 81.8 71.0
Louisville Area - 768 _ 774
Appalachia 712 - 736
Western Kentucky 69.6 72.4
Northern Kentucky 59.7 76.4

One possible reason for declining support would be a belief that KERA will make little real
difference in local schools, but this apparently is not the case. In Spring, 1990, almost half of the
respondents said that KERA would affect local schools either a great deal or a fair amount. Not
surprisingly, almost one-fourth did not know whether KERA would have an effect on local schools.
When the question was repeated in Spring, 1992, almost two-thirds of the respondents said that KERA
would affect local schools either a great deal or a fair amount. Kentucky residents who are most likely
tobelieve that effects will occur have completed at least some collegé—level work, have moderateto high

incomes, and have a favorable impression of the quality of their ib\cal schools.
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Elimination of Grade-Level Designations

One specific change associated with KERA is the elimination of grade-level designations for
children in kindergarten through third grade. Table 1 shows that awareness of this provision increased
appreciably between Spring 1990 and Spring 1992. Among those who were aware of the elimination
of grade-level designations, about40 percentinbothsurveys believed that schoolswillbebetter asaresult,
and the proportion believing that schools will be worse because of the change decreased by about half.
In contrast, those saying that schools will be no different because of the change doubled over the two
year period. The belief that non-graded priman'és will lead to better schools was especially prevalent
among respondents with optimistic views of personal and state finances, higher income levels, and
favorableviews oflocal school quality. In addition, those with childrenin public schools were morelikely |

than others to believe that nongraded primaries will have a favorable effect on education.

Financing of KERA

Throughout the period following the passage of KERA, Kentucky residents havetended to have
confidence that their local school systems will make good use of any extramoney that theyreceive. The
* Fall 1992 results (with 60 percent of the respondents expressing a great deal or some confidence, 30
percent expressing only a little or no cdnﬁdence, and 10 percent saying “don’t know”) are not atypical
of the results obtained during the enﬁre survey period. Crosstabulations for the Spring 1992 and Fall

1992 results indicated that those with optimistic views of state and personal finances are espécially likely
to believe that schools will make good use of the additional funds. In Spring 1992, respondents with
children in public schools and favorable views of the quality of local schools wefe found to be relatively
likely to assume that funds would be put to good use. (Neither of these variables was included in the
Fall 1992 survey.) InFall 1992 but not Spring 1992, high family income was related to the assumption
that funds would be'put to good use. While the Fall and Spring 1992 surveys did not produce identical
relationships, their combined results appear to suggest that Kentucky residents who have few personal
financial concerns and who have favorable personal experiences with local schools are likely to believe

that increased investments in local schools will yield benefits.
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Smaller proportions of respondents have been supportive of the specific tax measures passed to
support KERA. In Spring 1990, almost sixty percent approved of the increase in the sales tax, but this
approval level dropped to 42 percent by the following fall. By Spring 1992, a small majority (51 percent)
once again approved of the sales tax increase. In each of the surveys containing a question on changes
inbothsales tax and incometax, smaller proportionsapprovedofthe changeintheincometax. The Spring
1992 results (34 percent approve; 54 percentdisapprove; 12 percentdon’t know) arethe most favorable
obtained so far. (The questions on taxes were not asked in Fall 1992.) One would expect the exercise
of completing and filing income tax returns to lead to negative feelings about any type of income tax. The
increased acceptance of the income tax changes in Spring 1992 (on a survey administered shortly after
tax returns were due) may therefore be an indication of increasing acceptance.

Changes in the sales and income tax tend to be viewed more favorably by Kentucky residents
with more education, more optimistic views of their personal finances, and more favorable evaluations
of local schools. Higher income respondents tend to favor the increased sales tax, but the relationship
between income and evaluations of the new income tax is less straightforward. Although their average
levels of approval of the sales tax differed very little, men and women had different overall evaluations
oftheincreased salestax. Men were more likely than womento express both strong approval and strong

disapproval for the measure.

ADDITIONAL VIEWS OF KERA
The Spring 1992 Kentucky Survey provided an opportunity to ask additional questions designed
to draw on the developing public debate about KERA w1thm Kentucky and educational reform on the
national level. Results for these questions (a few of which were repeated in Fall 1992) are summarized
in Table 2.

Goals of KERA

The court ruling that originally led to the development of KERA stressed the need for equality
of educational oppoﬁunity through equalized funding. However, policy makers quickly added quality

considerations to those stressing equality. Policy experts disagree about the feasibility of pursuing these

-- s
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two goals simultaneously, but Table 2 shows that two-thirds of the respondents surveyed in Spring 1992
considered the simultaneous pursuit of the two goals realistic. At the same time, most considered equal
educational opportunity the moreimportantof thetwo goals. Equality was particularly likely tobe chosen
over quality by residents of rural areas, respondents with lower levels of education and income, and

women.

Economic Impacts of KERA

In Spring 1992, most respondents were optimistic about the economicimpacts of KERA. More
than two-thirds said that Kentucky students would becomemore competitiveiﬁ thejob market asaresult
ofthe KERA reforms(Table 2). This beliefwas especially likely to be expressed by those with optimistic
views of their personal finances and those who considered schools in the locality to either good or fair.
Poésibly because they viewed their local schools as already producing graduates who would be
competitive on the job market, those who considered local schools to be excellent were somewhat less
likely than those who considered them gpod or fair to see a link between KERA and job market
competitiveness. Those who viewed local schools as poor were least likely to believe that KERA would

have a positive impact on competitiveness in the job market.

Local Governance

About two-thirds of the Spring 1992 respondents were optimistic about the implications of
changed decision making procedures at the local level. Sixty-six percent said that the new cbuncils
mandated by KERA will lead to better decisions than did the old system in which most decisions were
made by principals. The remaining respondents were more likely to say that the councils would make
no difference than that they would lead to worse decisions. Optimism about the effects of school councils

was most common among respondents who had completed at least some college-level work.

Finance Issues
A majority of the respondents polled in Spring 1992 approved of the arrangements to finance

KERA and believed that they should continue even during periods of financial difficulty for the state.
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Despite disapproval from one-third of the respondents, well over half approved of the arrangements
whereby higher income districts receive smaller increases in state appropriations than lower income
districts. Thus, theidea of equalization was endorsed even when it was made clear that this entails costs
for certain districts. Residents of counties outside metropolitan areas were particularly likely to endorse
equalization, but it also was approved by more than half of the metropolitan area residents.

Almost sixty percent oftherespondents opposéd suspending KERA reformsduringan economic
recession, and a similar percentage was willing to reduce funds given to higher education for the sake
of elementary and secbnda:y education. Opposition to suspending reforms during recession was
especially pronounced among Louisville area residents and those with optimistic views of their personal
finances. College graduates were least likely to support the idea of reducing higher education ﬁmding
to support elementary and secondary education.

A potentially controversial aspect of KERA involves tying financing to student performance.
More than forty percent of the respondents believed that tying financial rewards and punishments to
students’ performance will lead to better schools. At the same time, almost twenty percent said this
arrangement will lead to worse schools. Those with children in public schools were relatively likely to

believe that schools will be improved by the system of financial rewards and punishments.

Testing

Many respondents were not familiar with the provisions of KERA that altered the amount, cost,
and type of statewidetesting, but theextent of familiarity increased from 25 percent to 33 percent between
Spring and Fall, 1992. Ofthose familiar with the changes, three-fourths were in favor of them in both
survey periods, and about 60 percent believed the changes represent an appropriate amount of testing.
At the same time, almost 30 percent in the spring (but only 24 percent in the fall) believed the change
represents too much testing. Only about ten percent believed it represents too little testing. It would
appear that significant numbers of informed citizens will be watching to see whether an inappropnate
amount of energy is devoted to testing programs.

The Spring and Fail 1992 surveys have produced evidence of somewhat different predictors of

attitudes about testing. In the spring, respondents with more education were relatively likely to support
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the statewide testing program, but more educated respondents also were likely to be concerned that
annual tests represent too much testing. Respondents with higher incomes and those who considered
local schools to be excellent also tended to share this concern. In the fall, city residents were less likely
than residents of other localities to consider the amount of testing appropriate. City residents, along with
farm residents, were more likely than residents of small towns, suburbs, or rural' non-farm areas to
consider the amount of testing to be excessive. At the same time, City residents were more likely than

others to believe that too little testing was being required.

CONCLUSION

The Kentucky Education Reform Act was passed in an atmosphere of excitement, optimism,
and national attention. Survey results over athree-year period suggest that most Kentuckyresidents want
KERA to succeed and are willing toprovidethenecessary resources. The amount ofawareness of KERA
isincreasing over time. At the same time, some skepticism has existed throughout the period following
the enactment ofthe KERA legislation, and responsesto aquestion measuring general approval of KERA
(Table 1) suggest that the degree of skepticism and uncertainty may be increasing overtime. Skepticism
is particularly common among respondents with low levels of education and income and feelings of
pessimism about changes in their personal finances. These categories include many of the very people
. that KERA was designed to help. It appears important to continue monitoring public perceptions of
KERA, to remain alert to opportunities to explain KERA and its rationale to those who are not yet
convinced of the wisdom of the legislation, to be willing to modify its implementation as experience is
gained, and to administer it in such a way that public education remains above suspicion at the local and

state levels.

14
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NOTE

'Differing responses between categories of respondents are reported if tests for statistical significance
(Chi-square, Kendall’stau-b, or Kendall’s tau-c, as appropriate) indicate that an observed difference was
not likely to have occurred by chance. In most cases, the 5 percent level of statistical significance
(indicating that the probability that an observed relationship occurred by chance is less than 5 _pércént)
isused. Regional differences in general approval of KERA did not reach this level of significance, but
they are reported because of the potential policy implications of the observed differences. Reported
crosstabulations arebased onthe Spring 1992 andFall 1992 surveys. Respondents w'ho-answered “don’t
know” are not included in crosstabulations. Complete crosstabulations are not included in this report

but are available on request.
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MEASUREMENT OF VARIABLES

Attitudes and Perceptions of KERA

Questions about KERA are repeated in Tables 1 and 2.

Predictor Vanables

1. Region; and

2. Metropolitan Area
Could you tell me what county you are currently living in?
(Counties were combined into geo graphiqally defined regions. The Appalachianregion consists
of counties designated as “Appalachian” by the Appalachian Regional Commission. Other
regions were defined by Survey Research Center staﬁ'basedl oncontiguity, tiesto urban centers,
and transportation arteries. Counties were classified as metropblitan or nonmetropolitan based

on classiﬁcations'by the United States Bureau of the Census.)

3. Place of Residence
Would you call the community in which you live a rural area, a small town, a suburb, or a city

of 50,000 or more?

4. Education

What was the last grade in school you completed?

5. Personal Financial Condition
We are interested in how people are getting along financially these days. Would you say that

you are better off or worse off financially than you were a yeér ago?

IF BETTER OFF: Would you say you are much better off or somewhat better off?
IF WORSE OFF: Would you say you are much worse off or somewhat worse off?
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6. State Economic Conditions
What about economic conditions in the state? Would you say that over the past year economic

conditions in the state have gotten better or worse?

IF BETTER OFF: Would you say much better or somewhat better?

IF WORSE OFF: Would you say much worse or somewhat worse?

7. Perceived Quality of Local Schools
What is your overall assessment of the quality of the education provided in the public schools
in your school district? Would you say that they provide an excellent, good, fair, or poor

education to the children in your district?

8. Children in Public School
Do you currently have children 18 years old or younger who are attending public or private
schools in Kentucky?

IF YES: Is that public or private school?

9. Income

Last year, what was your total family income before taxes?

Under $5,000 $25 -30,000
$5 - 10,000 $30 - 40,000
$10 - 15,000 $40 - 50,000
$15-20,000 Over $50,000
$20 - 25,000

10. Gender: recorded by interviewer at conclusion of interview.

ey
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TABLE 1. Change and Stability in Views of KERA -- 1990 - 1992

Would you say you strongly approve, somewhat approve, somewhat disapprove,
or strongly disapprove of the Kentucky Education Reform Act, also known as
KERA, which was designed to change the education system in the state?*

Percentaggs
Spro0 Fallo0 Spr91 Fall91 Spr92 Fall92
Strongly approve 183 284 214 297 202 189
Somewhat approve 436 377 408 329 334 322
Somewhat disapprove : 7.7 9.3 9.9 75 110 9.9
Strongly disapprove 5.0 7.4 3.6 8.6 9.2 8.2
Don't know 254 172 242 212 262 306
How much do you think the new law will ultimately affect the schools in the
community where you live?* |
Percentages
Spro0 Spr92
Great deal 18.2 23.4
Fair amount 29.4 40.7
Only a little 232 20.5
Not at all : ' 5.7 4.5
Don't know 23.5 10.9
Have you heard about the provisions of KERA that will eliminate
grade-level designations for children in kindergarten through third grade?**
Percentages
Sproo Spr92
Yes 31.1 44.6
No 65.4 49.1
Don't know 34 6.3




IF YES: Do you think this idea will lead to better or worse educational
experiences for children at this level, or won't it make any difference?

Percentgg_fs
Spr90 Spr92
Better 43.7 38.9
No difference 16.2 36.5
Worse 22.8 11.5
Don't know 17.3 13.2

The new law is expected to lead to more money for many school systems.
How much confidence do you have in the ability of your local school system
to make good use of the money it receives? Would you say you have a
great deal of confidence, some confidence, only a little confidence, or no
confidence at all?

Percentages
Spr90 Fallo0 Spr91 Fall91 Spr92 Fall92
A great deal 260 274 254 255 261 223
Some confidence 346 332 407 374 355 377
Only a little 234 256 215 218 224 219
No confidence at all 82 10.0 6.0 10.0 8.4 8.1
Don't know 7.8 3.8 6.3 5.2 7.5 10.1

As you may know, some changes were made in Kentucky taxes during the
1990 Legislative session. For example, the state sales tax was increased from
5 to 6 percent. Do you approve or disapprove of this increase?

Percentages
Spr90 Fallo0 Spr91 Fall91 Spr92
Strongly approve ' 18.1 136 112 115 14.0
Somewhat approve 38.7 285 340 285 36.6
Somewhat disapprove 154 176 208 165 169
Strongly disapprove 246 377 315 394 291
Don't know 3.1 26 2.6 4.2 3.5
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Kentucky income taxes are being changed to increase revenue. While not all
Kentuckians will pay higher income taxes, many will pay more because of the
change. Do you approve or disapprove of the change in Kentucky's income tax?

Percentages
Spr90 Fall90 Spr9l Spr92
Strongly approve 3.9 4.9 59 8.0
Somewhat approve 21.6 204 247 26.2
Somewhat disapprove 240 216 266 21.8
Strongly disapprove 356 426 334 32.1
Don't know 148 105 9.5 11.9

*Minor changes in wording have occurred between some survey administrations.
Wording shown is that used in the most recent survey.

**This question was asked of all respondents in Spring 1992. To allow

comparison, results are reported only for those who reported familiarity with
the elimination of grade-level designations.
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TABLE 2. Responses to KERA Questions Introduced in 1992

KERA has two basic goals: to provide equal educational opportunities for each child,
and to expect each child in Kentucky to perform at a high level. Do you think it is
possible to achieve both of these goals at the same time?

Percentages
Spr92 Fall92
Yes 65.4
No 224
Don't know 12.2

If only one of these goals had to be chosen, which one would you consider
most important?

Percentanes
Spr92 Fall92
Equal educational opportunities : 66.7
High performance by each child 252
Don't know 8.1

Do you think that the KERA reforms will ultimately make Kentucky students more
competitive in the job market?

Percentages
Spr92 Fall92
Yes 69.3
No 17.3
Don't know - 134
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Under KERA, decisions in schools can now be made by councils that include the
principal, teachers, and parents of the students. Before KERA, principals were able
to make most important decisions on their own. Do you think that this new

system will lead to:

PercentaEEs
Spr92 Fall92
Better decisions 66.1
No difference 16.1
Worse decisions 7.2
Don't know 10.5

The new funding in KERA provides money so that expenditures in Kentucky are
more equal from school to school. In other words, higher income districts receive
smaller increases in state appropriations than lower income districts. Do you

think this is appropriate?
Percentigg
Spr92 Fall92
Yes 55.6
No 35.2
Don't know 9.2

Should any of the reforms in the KERA legislation be suspended' while Kentucky

is in an economic recession?

Percentag_,is
Spr92 Fall92
Yes 20.8
No 58.8
Don't know 20.4

o0



Would you favor or oppose a reduction in funds given to higer education supporting
elementary and secondary education?

Percenta§es
Spr92 Fall92
Favor 56.7
Oppose 329
Don't know 104

One provision of KERA is that schools can be rewarded financially for increasing
the number of successful students and punished if they do not improve. Do you
believe that such rewards and punishments will lead to:

Percentages
Spr92 Fall92
Better schools ' 40.7
No difference 26.1
Worse schools 18.6
Don't know 14.6

Some of the provisions of KERA increase the amount, cost and type of statewide
testing, like having students write essays and do science experiments instead of
taking multiple choice exams. Have you heard of these provisions?

Percentages
Spr92 Fall92
Yes 24.7 333
No 67.8 - 59.1
Don't know 7.5 7.6

-



Do you favor or oppose these changes in the type of statewide testing?

, Percentagﬁ
Spr92 Fall92
Respondents » Respondents
All familiar with All familiar with
respondents  new provisions respondents new provisions
Favor 573 72.4 61.0 75.8
Oppose 18.7 19.6 14.1 - 153
Don't know 24.0 8.0 24.7 8.8

Do you think that statewide testing of all students every year is:

Percentages
Spr92 ' Fall92
Respondents Respondents

All familiar with All familiar with

respondents  new provisions  respondents new provsions
Too much testing 18.9 293 ‘ 18.0 243
An appropriate
amount of testing 55.2 573 55.1 61.2
Too little testing 13.6 9.1 12.8 10.3
Don't know 12.3 43 14.2 4.2
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